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which students of color were denied access to
their right to a quality public education;

Whereas, 3 years after the ruling in Brown
v. Board of Education of Topeka, the school
board of Little Rock, Arkansas, announced it
would implement a gradual integration of its
school system beginning in September 1957;

Whereas the Little Rock chapter of the Na-
tional Association for the Advancement of
Colored People selected 9 outstanding Afri-
can-American students to attend previously
all-White Little Rock Central High School;

Whereas, on September 4, 1957, those 9 Af-
rican-American students, Minnijean Brown,
Elizabeth Eckford, Ernest Green, Thelma
Mothershed, Melba Pattillo, Gloria Ray, Ter-
rence Roberts, Jefferson Thomas, and
Carlotta Walls attempted to enter Central
High School;

Whereas, on September 4, 1957, Arkansas
Governor Orval Faubus mobilized the Arkan-
sas National Guard and ordered the armed
soldiers to block the 9 African-American stu-
dents from entering Central High School;

Whereas, after a Federal judge ordered
Governor Faubus to remove the National
Guard, police officers and citizens of Little
Rock took up positions at the entrances to
Central High School and continued to block
the African-American students from enter-
ing;

Whereas, on September 23, 1957, after
learning that the 9 African-American stu-
dents had successfully entered the school, a
segregationist mob gathered at Central High
School and the African-American students
had to be escorted from the school for fear
that they would be killed;

Whereas, on September 23, 1957, Little
Rock Mayor Woodrow Mann, in a telegram
to President Dwight D. Eisenhower, appealed
to the President to send Federal troops to
protect the students and ensure the integra-
tion of Central High School;

Whereas on September 24, 1957, President
Eisenhower ordered the 101st Airborne Divi-
sion of the United States Army to Little
Rock and federalized the entire Arkansas
National Guard;

Whereas, on September 25, 1957, Minnijean
Brown, Elizabeth Eckford, Ernest Green,
Thelma Mothershed, Melba Pattillo, Gloria
Ray, Terrence Roberts, Jefferson Thomas,
and Carlotta Walls walked through the front
doors of Central High School, as thousands
of White students had done before them;

Whereas despite the constant presence of
United States soldiers, the 9 African-Amer-
ican students were physically and verbally
harassed throughout the school year;

Whereas Minnijean Brown, after enduring
months of physical and verbal harassment
and assaults, was expelled from Central High
School for a verbal retort aimed at one of
her antagonists;

Whereas, at the end of the 1957-1958 school
year, Ernest Green became the first African-
American graduate in the history of Central
High School;

Whereas Minnijean Brown Trickery be-
came a prominent social activist and works
as a writer and social worker in Ontario,
Canada;

Whereas Ernest Green attended Michigan
State University, later served as Assistant
Secretary of Housing and Urban Affairs
under President Jimmy Carter, and cur-
rently is a managing partner and vice presi-
dent of Lehman Brothers;

Whereas Elizabeth Eckford had a success-
ful career in the same United States Army
that protected her at Central High School,
raised 2 sons in Little Rock, and now works
as a social worker;

Whereas Thelma Mothershed-Wair re-
turned to school as a teacher and now volun-
teers in a program for abused women;
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Whereas Melba Pattillo Beals is an author
and journalist for People Magazine and NBC
Universal;

Whereas Gloria Ray Karlmark graduated
from Illinois Technical College and is a suc-
cessful computer science writer whose work
has been published in 39 countries;

Whereas Terrence Roberts is now Dr. Ter-
rence Roberts and teaches at the University
of California, Los Angeles (UCLA) and Anti-
och College and also works as a clinical psy-
chologist;

Whereas Jefferson Thomas graduated from
Central High School in 1960 and works for
the Department of Defense as an accountant;

Whereas Carlotta Walls Lanier graduated
from Central High School in 1959, attended
Michigan State University, and has found
success in the field of real estate;

Whereas the Little Rock Nine, in brave de-
fiance of segregation, proved that with ac-
cess to educational opportunity all students
are capable of greatness, regardless of race
or ethnicity;

Whereas the courage of the Little Rock
Nine, broadcast for the entire world to see,
inspired other students of all colors to take
a stand on behalf of tolerance, integration,
and equality;

Whereas the courage of the Little Rock
Nine demonstrated to segregationists
throughout the United States that hatred
and intolerance were no match for the brav-
ery of 9 high school students; and

Whereas, 50 years after the integration of
Central High School, all Americans must re-
main vigilant in order to ensure that every
child has access to quality public education,
regardless of race or ethnicity: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) joins with the people of Massachusetts
in honoring the courage of the Little Rock
Nine;

(2) pledges to advance the legacy of the
Little Rock Nine;

(3) endeavors to ensure that no American
is denied access to education because of race
or ethnicity; and

(4) encourages the people of the United
States to remember—

(A) the courage of the Little Rock Nine;
and

(B) the vital importance of equal oppor-
tunity in education.

———

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 3451. Mr. LAUTENBERG proposed an
amendment to the bill S. 294, to reauthorize
Amtrak, and for other purposes.

SA 3452. Mr. SUNUNU proposed an amend-
ment to the bill S. 294, supra.

SA 3453. Mr. SUNUNU proposed an amend-
ment to the bill S. 294, supra.

SA 3454. Mr. LAUTENBERG (for Mr. CAR-
PER) proposed an amendment to amendment
SA 3452 proposed by Mr. SUNUNU to the bill
S. 294, supra.

———

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 3451. Mr. LAUTENBERG proposed
an amendment to the bill S. 294, to re-
authorize Amtrak, and for other pur-
poses; as follows:

In the table of contents, strike the items
relating to title IV.

On page 22, line 2, insert ‘‘relevant’ after
‘“‘each”.

On page 22, line 4, insert ‘‘single, Nation-
wide’ after ‘“‘implement a’’.

On page 28, line 12, insert ‘“‘As part of its
investigation, the Board has authority to re-
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view the accuracy of the train performance
data.’” after ‘‘operator.”.

On page 29, line 15, insert ‘‘order the host
rail carrier to’’ after ‘“‘appropriate,”.

On page 29, between lines 23 and 24, insert
the following:

(b) FEES.—The Surface Transportation
Board may establish and collect filing fees
from any entity that files a complaint under
section 24308(f)(1) of title 49, United States
Code, or otherwise requests or requires the
Board’s services pursuant to this Act. The
Board shall establish such fees at levels that
will fully or partially, as the Board deter-
mines to be appropriate, offset the costs of
adjudicating complaints under that section
and other requests or requirements for Board
action under this Act. The Board may waive
any fee established under this subsection for
any governmental entity as determined ap-
propriate by the Board.

(¢) AUTHORIZATION OF ADDITIONAL STAFF.—
The Surface Transportation Board may in-
crease the number of Board employees by up
to 15 for the 5 fiscal year period beginning
with fiscal year 2008 to carry out its respon-
sibilities under section 24308 of title 49,
United States Code, and this Act.

On page 29, line 24, strike ‘“(b)’’ and insert
@y

On page 51, between lines 4 and 5, insert
the following:

(d) ACELA SERVICE STUDY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Amtrak shall conduct a
conduct a study to determine the infrastruc-
ture and equipment improvements necessary
to provide regular Acela service—

(A) between Washington, D.C. and New
York City in 2 hours and 30 minutes; and

(B) between New York City and Boston in
3 hours and 15 minutes.

(2) IssuEs.—The study conducted under
paragraph (1) shall include—

(A) an estimated time frame for achieving
the trip time described in paragraph (1);

(B) an analysis of any significant obstacles
that would hinder such an achievement; and

(C) a detailed description and cost esti-
mate of the specific infrastructure and
equipment improvements necessary for such
an achievement.

(3) SECONDARY STUDY.—Amtrak shall pro-
vide an initial assessment of the infrastruc-
ture and equipment improvements, including
an order of magnitude cost estimate of such
improvements, that would be necessary to
provide regular Acela service—

(A) between Washington, D.C. and New
York City in 2 hours and 15 minutes; and

(B) between New York City and Boston in
3 hours.

(4) REPORT.—Not later than February 1,
2008, Amtrak shall submit a written report
containing the results of the studies required
under this subsection to—

(A) the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation of the Senate;

(B) the Committee on Appropriations of
the Senate;

(C) the Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives;

(D) the Committee on Appropriations of
the House of Representatives; and

(E) the Federal Railroad Administration.

On page 57, strike lines 3 through 11.

On page 57, line 12, strike ‘‘(d)”’ and insert
“(o)”.

On page T3,
“‘years’.

On page 81, line 25, strike ‘‘and’’.

On page 82, line 2, strike ‘‘seq.).” and insert
“‘seq.); and”’.

On page 82, between lines 2 and 3, insert
the following:

‘“(3) the Railroad Unemployment Insurance
Act (45 U.S.C. 351 et seq.).

On page 144, beginning with line 2, strike
through the end of the bill.

line 1, insert °2003,” after
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SA 3452. Mr. SUNUNU proposed an
amendment to the bill S. 294, to reau-
thorize Amtrak, and for other pur-
poses; as follows:

At the end of the bill, add the following:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Internet Tax
Freedom Act Amendments Act of 2007°.

SEC. 2. PERMANENT BAN OF INTER-
NET ACCESS TAXES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1101(a) of the
Internet Tax Freedom Act (47 U.S.C. 151
note) is amended by striking ‘‘during the pe-
riod” through ‘2007"".

(b) GRAND FATHERING OF STATES THAT TAX
INTERNET ACCESS.—Section 1104(a)(2) of such
Act is amended to read as follows:

‘(2) STATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE
TAX.—

“(A) DATE FOR TERMINATION.—This sub-
section shall not apply after November 1,
2006, with respect to a State telecommuni-
cations service tax described in subpara-
graph (B).

‘(B) DESCRIPTION OF TAX.—A State tele-
communications service tax referred to in
subparagraph (A) is a State tax—

‘(i) enacted by State law on or after Octo-
ber 1, 1991, and imposing a tax on tele-
communications service; and

““(ii) applied to Internet access through ad-
ministrative code or regulation issued on or
after December 1, 2002.”".

SEC. 3. GRANDFATHERING OF STATES
THAT TAX INTERNET ACCESS.

Section 1104 of the Internet Tax Freedom
Act (47 U.S.C. 151 note) is amended by adding
at the end the following:

¢“(c) APPLICATION OF DEFINITION.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Effective as of November
1, 2003—

‘““(A) for purposes of subsection (a), the
term ‘Internet access’ shall have the mean-
ing given such term by section 1104(5) of this
Act, as enacted on October 21, 1998; and

‘(B) for purposes of subsection (b), the
term ‘Internet access’ shall have the mean-
ing given such term by section 1104(5) of this
Act as enacted on October 21, 1998, and
amended by section 2(c) of the Internet Tax
Nondiscrimination Act (Public Law 108-435).

‘“(2) EXCEPTIONS.—Paragraph (1) shall not
apply until November 1, 2007, to a tax on
Internet access that is—

‘“(A) generally imposed and actually en-
forced on telecommunications service pur-
chased, used, or sold by a provider of Inter-
net access, but only if the appropriate ad-
ministrative agency of a State or political
subdivision thereof issued a public ruling
prior to July 1, 2007, that applied such tax to
such service in a manner that is inconsistent
with paragraph (1); or

‘“(B) the subject of litigation instituted in
a judicial court of competent jurisdiction
prior to July 1, 2007, in which a State or po-
litical subdivision is seeking to enforce, in a
manner that is inconsistent with paragraph
(1), such tax on telecommunications service
purchased, used, or sold by a provider of
Internet access.

‘“(3) NO INFERENCE.—No inference of legis-
lative construction shall be drawn from this
subsection or the amendments to section
1105(5) made by the Internet Tax Freedom
Act Amendments Act of 2007 for any period
prior to November 1, 2007, with respect to
any tax subject to the exceptions described
in subparagraphs (A) and (B) of paragraph
(2).”.

SEC. 4. DEFINITIONS.

Section 1105 of the Internet Tax Freedom
Act (47 U.S.C. 151 note) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘services’’,

(2) by amending paragraph (5) to read as
follows:
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‘“(5) INTERNET ACCESS.—The term ‘Internet
access’—

‘“(A) means a service that enables users to
connect to the Internet to access content, in-
formation, or other services offered over the
Internet;

‘“(B) includes the purchase, use or sale of
telecommunications by a provider of a serv-
ice described in subparagraph (A) to the ex-
tent such telecommunications are pur-
chased, used or sold—

‘(i) to provide such service; or

‘(i) to otherwise enable users to access
content, information or other services of-
fered over the Internet;

‘“(C) includes services that are incidental
to the provision of the service described in
subparagraph (A) when furnished to users as
part of such service, such as a home page,
electronic mail and instant messaging (in-
cluding voice- and video-capable electronic
mail and instant messaging), video clips, and
personal electronic storage capacity; and

‘(D) does not include voice, audio or video
programming, or other products and services
(except services described in subparagraph
(A), (B), or (C)) that utilize Internet protocol
or any successor protocol and for which
there is a charge, regardless of whether such
charge is separately stated or aggregated
with the charge for services described in sub-
paragraph (A), (B), or (C).”,

(3) by amending paragraph (9) to read as
follows:

¢“(9) TELECOMMUNICATIONS.—The term ‘tele-
communications’ means ‘telecommuni-
cations’ as such term is defined in section
3(43) of the Communications Act of 1934 (47
U.S.C. 153(43)) and ‘telecommunications serv-
ice’ as such term is defined in section 3(46) of
such Act (47 U.S.C. 153(46)), and includes
communications services (as defined in sec-
tion 4251 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986
(26 U.S.C. 4251)).”, and

(4) in paragraph (10) by adding at the end
the following:

¢“(C) SPECIFIC EXCEPTION.—

‘(i) SPECIFIED TAXES.—Effective November
1, 2007, the term ‘tax on Internet access’ also
does not include a State tax expressly levied
on commercial activity, modified gross re-
ceipts, taxable margin, or gross income of
the business, by a State law specifically
using one of the foregoing terms, that—

“(I) was enacted after June 20, 2005, and be-
fore November 1, 2007 (or, in the case of a
State business and occupation tax, was en-
acted after January 1, 1932, and before Janu-
ary 1, 1936);

‘(II) replaced, in whole or in part, a modi-
fied value-added tax or a tax levied upon or
measured by net income, capital stock, or
net worth (or, is a State business and occu-
pation tax that was enacted after January 1,
1932 and before January 1, 1936);

‘(II1) is imposed on a broad range of busi-
ness activity; and

‘“(IV) is not discriminatory in its applica-
tion to providers of communication services,
Internet access, or telecommunications.

‘“(ii) MODIFICATIONS.—Nothing in this sub-
paragraph shall be construed as a limitation
on a State’s ability to make modifications to
a tax covered by clause (i) of this subpara-
graph after November 1, 2007, as long as the
modifications do not substantially narrow
the range of business activities on which the
tax is imposed or otherwise disqualify the
tax under clause (i).

‘(iii) No INFERENCE.—No inference of legis-
lative construction shall be drawn from this
subparagraph regarding the application of
subparagraph (A) or (B) to any tax described
in clause (i) for periods prior to November 1,
2007.”".
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SEC. 5. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.

(a) ACCOUNTING RULE.—Section 1106 of the
Internet Tax Freedom Act (47 U.S.C. 151
note) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘telecommunications serv-
ices” each place it appears and inserting
‘“‘telecommunications’’, and

(2) in subsection (b)(2)—

(A) in the heading by striking ‘‘SERVICES”’,

(B) by striking ‘‘such services’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘such telecommunications”, and

(C) by inserting before the period at the
end the following: ‘“‘or to otherwise enable
users to access content, information or other
services offered over the Internet”.

(b) VOICE SERVICES.—The Internet Tax
Freedom Act (47 U.S.C. 151 note) is amended
by striking section 1108.

SEC. 6. EFFECTIVE DATE.

This Act, and the amendments made by
this Act, shall take effect on November 1,
2007, and shall apply with respect to taxes in
effect as of such date or thereafter enacted,
except as provided in section 1104 of the
Internet Tax Freedom Act (47 U.S.C. 151
note).

SA 3453. Mr. SUNUNU proposed an
amendment to the bill S. 294, to reau-
thorize Amtrak, and for other pur-
poses; as follows:

On page 32, before line 21, insert the fol-
lowing:

(¢) LIMIT ON PASSENGER SUBSIDIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Trans-
portation shall prohibit any Federal funds to
be used for the operation of an Amtrak train
route that has a per passenger subsidy, as de-
termined by the Inspector General under
paragraph (2), of not less than—

(A) $200 during the first fiscal year begin-
ning after the date of the enactment of this
Act;

(B) $175 during the second fiscal year be-
ginning after the date of the enactment of
this Act;

(C) $150 during the third fiscal year begin-
ning after the date of the enactment of this
Act;

(D) $125 during the fourth fiscal year begin-
ning after the date of the enactment of this
Act; and

(E) $100 during any fiscal year beginning
after the time period described in subpara-
graph (D).

(2) DETERMINATION OF SUBSIDY LEVEL.—The
Inspector General of the Department of
Transportation, using data provided by Am-
trak, shall determine the difference between
the average fully allocated operating cost
per passenger and the average ticket price
collected for each train route operated by
Amtrak during the most recent 12-month pe-
riod for which data is available.

(3) REPORT.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 6 months
before the end of each fiscal year, and every
6 months thereafter, the Inspector General
shall publish a report that—

(i) lists the subsidy levels determined
under paragraph (2); and

(ii) includes a statement that Amtrak will
terminate any train route that has a per pas-
senger subsidy in excess of the limits set
forth in paragraph (1).

(B) DISTRIBUTION.—The Inspector General
shall display the report published under sub-
paragraph (A) on the Internet and submit a
copy of such report to—

(i) the President of Amtrak;

(ii) the Secretary of Transportation;

(iii) the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation of the Senate; and

(iv) the Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives.
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SA 3454. Mr. LAUTENBERG (for Mr.
CARPER) proposed an amendment to
amendment SA 3452 proposed by Mr.
SUNUNU to the bill S. 294, to reauthor-
ize Amtrak, and for other purposes; as
follows:

1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Internet Tax
Freedom Act Amendments Act of 2007,

SEC. 2. MORATORIUM.

The Internet Tax Freedom Act (47 U.S.C.
151 note) is amended—

(1) in section 1101(a) by striking ‘2007’ and
inserting ‘2011°’, and

(2) in section 1104(a)(2)(A) by striking
¢2007’ and inserting ‘‘2011”’.

SEC. 3. GRANDFATHERING OF STATES THAT TAX
INTERNET ACCESS.

Section 1104 of the Internet Tax Freedom
Act (47 U.S.C. 151 note) is amended by adding
at the end the following:

““(c) APPLICATION OF DEFINITION.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Effective as of November
1, 2003—

“(A) for purposes of subsection (a), the
term ‘Internet access’ shall have the mean-
ing given such term by section 1104(5) of this
Act, as enacted on October 21, 1998; and

‘“(B) for purposes of subsection (b), the
term ‘Internet access’ shall have the mean-
ing given such term by section 1104(5) of this
Act as enacted on October 21, 1998, and
amended by section 2(c) of the Internet Tax
Nondiscrimination Act (Public Law 108-435).

‘‘(2) EXCEPTIONS.—Paragraph (1) shall not
apply until November 1, 2007, to a tax on
Internet access that is—

‘““(A) generally imposed and actually en-
forced on telecommunications service pur-
chased, used, or sold by a provider of Inter-
net access, but only if the appropriate ad-
ministrative agency of a State or political
subdivision thereof issued a public ruling
prior to July 1, 2007, that applied such tax to
such service in a manner that is inconsistent
with paragraph (1); or

‘(B) the subject of litigation instituted in
a judicial court of competent jurisdiction
prior to July 1, 2007, in which a State or po-
litical subdivision is seeking to enforce, in a
manner that is inconsistent with paragraph
(1), such tax on telecommunications service
purchased, used, or sold by a provider of
Internet access.

‘(3) No INFERENCE.—No inference of legis-
lative construction shall be drawn from this
subsection or the amendments to section
1105(5) made by the Internet Tax Freedom
Act Amendments Act of 2007 for any period
prior to November 1, 2007, with respect to
any tax subject to the exceptions described
in subparagraphs (A) and (B) of paragraph
(2).”.

SEC. 4. DEFINITIONS.

Section 1105 of the Internet Tax Freedom
Act (47 U.S.C. 151 note) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘services’’,

(2) by amending paragraph (5) to read as
follows:

‘“(6) INTERNET ACCESS.—The term ‘Internet
access’—

‘“(A) means a service that enables users to
connect to the Internet to access content, in-
formation, or other services offered over the
Internet;

‘“(B) includes the purchase, use or sale of
telecommunications by a provider of a serv-
ice described in subparagraph (A) to the ex-
tent such telecommunications are pur-
chased, used or sold—

‘(i) to provide such service; or

‘‘(ii) to otherwise enable users to access
content, information or other services of-
fered over the Internet;

“(C) includes services that are incidental
to the provision of the service described in
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subparagraph (A) when furnished to users as
part of such service, such as a home page,
electronic mail and instant messaging (in-
cluding voice- and video-capable electronic
mail and instant messaging), video clips, and
personal electronic storage capacity; and

‘(D) does not include voice, audio or video
programming, or other products and services
(except services described in subparagraph
(A), (B), or (C)) that utilize Internet protocol
or any successor protocol and for which
there is a charge, regardless of whether such
charge is separately stated or aggregated,
with the charge for services described in sub-
paragraph (A), (B), or (C).”,

(3) by amending paragraph (9) to read as
follows:

¢“(9) TELECOMMUNICATIONS.—The term ‘tele-
communications’ means ‘telecommuni-
cations’ as such term is defined in section
3(43) of the Communications Act of 1934 (47
U.S.C. 1563(43)) and ‘telecommunications serv-
ice’ as such term is defined in section 3(46) of
such Act (47 U.S.C. 153(46)), and includes
communications services (as defined in sec-
tion 4251 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986
(26 U.S.C. 4251)),”, and

(4) in paragraph (10) by adding at the end
the following:

¢“(C) SPECIFIC EXCEPTION.—

‘(i) SPECIFIED TAXES.—Effective November
1, 2007, the term ‘tax on Internet access’ also
does not include a State tax expressly levied
on commercial activity, modified gross re-
ceipts, taxable margin, or gross income of
the business, by a State law specifically
using one of the foregoing terms, that—

‘“(I) was enacted after June 20, 2005, and be-
fore November 1, 2007 (or, in the case of a
State business and occupation tax, was en-
acted after January 1, 1932, and before Janu-
ary 1, 1936);

‘“(IT) replaced, in whole or in part, a modi-
fied value-added tax or a tax levied upon or
measured by net income, capital stock, or
net worth (or, is a State business and occu-
pation tax that was enacted after January 1,
1932 and before January 1, 1936);

‘“(IIT) is imposed on a broad range of busi-
ness activity; and

“(IV) is not discriminatory in its applica-
tion to providers of communication services,
Internet access, or telecommunications.

‘“(ii) MODIFICATIONS.—Nothing in this sub-
paragraph shall be construed as a limitation
on a State’s ability to make modifications to
a tax covered by clause (i) of this subpara-
graph after November 1, 2007, as long as the
modifications do not substantially narrow
the range of business activities on which the
tax is imposed or otherwise disqualify the
tax under clause (i).

‘“(iii) NO INFERENCE.—No inference of legis-
lative construction shall be drawn from this
subparagraph regarding the application of
subparagraph (A) or (B) to any tax described
in clause (i) for periods prior to November 1,
2007.”.

SEC. 5. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.

(a) ACCOUNTING RULE.—Section 1106 of the
Internet Tax Freedom Act (47 U.S.C. 151
note) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘telecommunications serv-
ices”” each place it appears and inserting
“‘telecommunications’, and

(2) in subsection (b)(2)—

(A) in the heading by striking
ICES”,

(B) by striking ‘‘such services’ and insert-
ing ‘‘such telecommunications’’, and

(C) by inserting before the period at the
end the following: ‘‘or to otherwise enable
users to access content, information or other
services offered over the Internet’’.

(b) VOICE SERVICES.—The Internet Tax
Freedom Act (47 U.S.C. 151 note) is amended
by striking section 1108.

“SERV-
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SEC. 6. EFFECTIVE DATE.

This Act, and the amendments made by
this Act, shall take effect on November 1,
2007, and shall apply with respect to taxes in
effect as of such date or thereafter enacted,
except as provided in section 1104 of the
Internet Tax Freedom Act (47 U.S.C. 151
note).

——————

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND
FORESTRY
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on
Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry be
authorized to meet in executive session
during the session of the Senate on
Wednesday, October 24, 2007, at 10 a.m.
in SR-328A. The committee will be con-
sidering the 2007 farm bill.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN
AFFAIRS
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs
be authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on October 24, 2007,
at 2 p.m., in order to conduct a hearing
entitled ‘‘International Accounting
Standards: Opportunities, Challenges,
and Global Convergence Issues.”
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND
TRANSPORTATION
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on
Commerce, Science, Transportation be
authorized to hold a hearing during the
session of the Senate on Wednesday,
October 24, 2007, at 10 a.m., in room 253
of the Russell Senate Office Building.
At this hearing, committee members
will assess the state of innovation and
competition in the radio market.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on
Foreign Relations be authorized to
meet during the session of the Senate
on Wednesday, October 24, 2007, at 9:30
a.m., in order to hold a hearing on the
Great Lakes region of Africa.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. without
objection, it is so ordered.
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on
Foreign Relations be authorized to
meet during the session of the Senate
on Wednesday, October 24, 2007, at 1:45
p.m., in order to hold a business meet-

ing.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND

GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental
Affairs be authorized to meet during
the session of the Senate on Wednes-
day, October 24, 2007, at 10 a.m., in
order
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